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PER CURI AM

Stanl eigh Maurice WIson appeals a mmgistrate judge’s
order granting summary judgnent to his enployer on his retaliation
claimunder Title VII of the Gvil R ghts Act of 1964, 42 U S.C
§ 2000e-2(a)(1) (2000)." This court reviews a grant of sunmary

j udgnment de novo. H ggins v. E.I. DuPont de Nenpburs & Co., 863

F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th Cr. 1988). Sunmary judgnment is appropriate
only if there are no genuine i ssues of material fact and the noving
party is entitled to judgnent as a matter of law. Fed. R Cv. P

56(c); Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U. S. 317, 322 (1986). This

court nust view the evidence in the light nost favorable to the

non-novi ng party. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U S. 242,

255 (1986).
We find no reversible error and affirm for the reasons

stated by the magi strate judge. See Wlson v. Textron Flex Al oy,

No. CA-03-220-3-H (WD.N.C. Qct. 4, 2004). W dispense with ora
argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not
aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

"The parties consented to proceed before the magi strate judge
under 28 U. S.C. 8 636(c) (2000). (R 2, 5).
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